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are filed. The ‘‘direct final’’ approval
shall be effective on April 30, 1996,
unless USEPA receives adverse or
critical comments by April 1, 1996.

If USEPA receives comments adverse
to or critical of the approval discussed
above, USEPA will withdraw this
approval before its effective date, and
publish a subsequent Federal Register
document which withdraws this final
action. All public comments received
will then be addressed in a subsequent
document.

Any parties interested in commenting
on this action should do so at this time.
If no such comments are received,
USEPA hereby advises the public that
this action will be effective on April 30,
1996.

Applicability to Future SIP Decisions
Nothing in this action should be

construed as permitting, allowing or
establishing a precedent for any future
request for revision to any SIP. Each
request for a revision to the SIP shall be
considered separately in light of specific
technical, economic, and environmental
factors and in relation to relevant
statutory and regulatory requirements.

Executive Order 12866
This action has been classified as a

Table 3 action by the Regional
Administrator under the procedures
published in the Federal Register on
January 19, 1989 (54 FR 2214–2225), as
revised by a July 10, 1995,
memorandum from Mary Nichols,
Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation. The Office of Management
and Budget has exempted this
regulatory action from Executive Order
12866 review.

Regulatory Flexibility
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act,

5 U.S.C. Section 600 et seq., USEPA
must prepare a regulatory flexibility
analysis assessing the impact of any
proposed or final rule on small entities
(5 U.S.C. Sections 603 and 604).
Alternatively, USEPA may certify that
the rule will not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. Small entities include small
businesses, small not-for-profit
enterprises, and government entities
with jurisdiction over populations of
less than 50,000. This approval does not
create any new requirements.

Therefore, I certify that this action
does not have a significant impact on
any small entities affected. Moreover,
due to the nature of the Federal-State
relationship under the Act, preparation
of the regulatory flexibility analysis
would constitute Federal inquiry into
the economic reasonableness of the

State action. The Act forbids USEPA to
base its actions concerning SIPs on such
grounds. Union Electric Co. v. U.S. EPA,
427 U.S. 246, 256–66 (1976).

Unfunded Mandates
Under section 202 of the Unfunded

Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’), signed
into law on March 22, 1995, USEPA
must prepare a budgetary impact
statement to accompany any proposed
or final rule that includes a Federal
mandate that may result in estimated
costs to State, local, or tribal
governments in the aggregate; or to the
private sector, of $100 million or more.
Under section 205, USEPA must select
the most cost-effective and least
burdensome alternative that achieves
the objectives of the rule and is
consistent with statutory requirements.
Section 203 requires USEPA to establish
a plan for informing and advising any
small governments that may be
significantly or uniquely impacted by
the rule.

The USEPA has determined that the
approval action promulgated today does
not include a Federal mandate that may
result in estimated costs of $100 million
or more to either State, local, or tribal
governments in the aggregate, or to the
private sector.

This Federal action approves pre-
existing requirements under State or
local law, and imposes no new Federal
requirements. Accordingly, no
additional costs to State, local, or tribal
governments, or the private sector,
result from this action.

Petitions for Judicial Review
Under section 307(b)(1) of the Act,

petitions for judicial review of this
action must be filed in the United States
Court of Appeals for the appropriate
circuit April 30, 1996. Filing a petition
for reconsideration by the Administrator
of this final rule does not affect the
finality of this rule for the purposes of
judicial review nor does it extend the
time within which a petition for judicial
review may be filed, and shall not
postpone the effectiveness of such a
rule. This action may not be challenged
later in proceedings to enforce its
requirements (see section 307(b)(2)).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air

pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Particulate matter, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Note: Incorporation by reference of the SIP
for the State of Michigan was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register on July
1, 1982.

Dated: December 14, 1995.
Valdas V. Adamkus,
Regional Administrator.

40 CFR part 52 is amended as follows:

PART 52—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.

Subpart X—Michigan

2. 52.1170 is amended by adding
paragraph (c)(104) to read as follows:
* * * * *

(c) * * *
(104) On July 13, 1995, the Michigan

Department of Natural Resources
(MDNR) submitted a contingency
measures plan for the Wayne County
particulate matter nonattainment area.

(i) Incorporation by reference.
(A) State of Michigan Administrative

Rule 374 (R 336.1374), effective July 26,
1995.

[FR Doc. 96–4848 Filed 2–29–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

40 CFR Part 300

[FRL–5431–3]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of Deletion of the
Arkansas City Dump Superfund Site
from the National Priorities List (NPL).

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) announces the deletion of
the Arkansas City Dump Site in
Arkansas City, Kansas from the
Superfund National Priorities List
(NPL). The NPL constitutes Appendix B
to the National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
(NCP) which EPA promulgated pursuant
to section 105 of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
(CERLCA), as amended. In consultation
with the state of Kansas, EPA has
determined that the necessary Fund-
financed response actions under
CERCLA have been implemented. The
EPA has concluded that this remedial
action is protective of human health,
and the environment. The State of
Kansas has concurred on the deletion of
this site from the NPL.
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 1, 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David V. Crawford, Remedial Project
Manager, Superfund Division,



7997Federal Register / Vol. 61, No. 42 / Friday, March 1, 1996 / Rules and Regulations

Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VII, 726 Minnesota Avenue,
Kansas City, Kansas 66101, (913) 551–
7702.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under
section 105(a)(8)(B) of CERCLA, EPA
established the NPL as a priority list
among known or threatened releases of
hazardous substances, pollutants and
contaminants throughout the United
States, for potential response action.
Sites on the NPL may be the subject of
Hazardous Substance Superfund (Fund)
financed, or responsible party, remedial
actions. Sites are deleted from the NPL
when all appropriate response actions
have been implemented or investigation
of the site has shown that the site poses
no significant threat. Any sites deleted
from the NPL remain eligible for future
response actions if conditions at the site
are later found to warrant such action.
Section 300.425(e)(3) of the National Oil
and Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP) provides that
whenever there is a significant release
from a site deleted from the NPL, the
site shall be restored to the NPL without
application of the Hazard Ranking
System. Deletion of a site from the NPL
does not affect responsible party
liability or impede Agency efforts to
recover costs associated with response
efforts. Specific information about this
site follows.

Arkansas City Dump

The Arkansas City Dump site is
located in Arkansas City, Kansas. The
EPA published a Notice of Intent to
Delete the Arkansas City Dump site
from the NPL on September 20, 1995.
The EPA also published a notification in
the principal local newspaper on
September 14, 1995. The comment
period ended on October 25, 1995. The
EPA received no comments. Entries in
the Deletion Docket may be reviewed at
the EPA Region VII office in Kansas
City, Kansas, and at the Public Library,
125 East Fifth Avenue, Arkansas City,
Kansas. It is EPA’s policy to conduct a
Five-Year Review at sites in which
hazardous substances remain above
levels which allow for unlimited use
and unrestricted exposure. The EPA
expects to complete five-year reviews of
the remedial action at the Arkansas City
Dump site even though this site has
been deleted from the NPL.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Environmental protection, Chemicals,
Hazardous substances, Hazardous
waste, Intergovernmental relations,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Water
pollution control.

Dated: February 6, 1996.
Dennis Grams,
Regional Administrator.

40 CFR part 300 is amended as
follows:

PART 300—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 300
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1321(c)(2); 42 U.S.C.
9601–9657; E.O. 12777, 56 FR 54757, 3 CFR,
191 Comp., p. 351; E.O. 12580, 52 FR 2923,
3 CFR, 1987 Comp., p. 193.

Appendix B—[Amended]
2. Table 1 of appendix B to part 300

is amended by removing the Site
‘‘Arkansas City Dump Site, Arkansas
City, Kansas’’.

[FR Doc. 96–4526 Filed 2–29–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 64

[Docket No. FEMA–7635]

List of Communities Eligible for the
Sale of Flood Insurance

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule identifies
communities participating in the
National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP). These communities have
applied to the program and have agreed
to enact certain floodplain management
measures. The communities’
participation in the program authorizes
the sale of flood insurance to owners of
property located in the communities
listed.
EFFECTIVE DATES: The dates listed in the
third column of the table.
ADDRESSES: Flood insurance policies for
property located in the communities
listed can be obtained from any licensed
property insurance agent or broker
serving the eligible community, or from
the NFIP at: Post Office Box 6464,
Rockville, MD 20849, (800) 638–6620.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert F. Shea, Jr., Division Director,
Program Implementation Division,
Mitigation Directorate, 500 C Street SW.,
room 417, Washington, DC 20472, (202)
646–3619.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The NFIP
enables property owners to purchase
flood insurance which is generally not
otherwise available. In return,
communities agree to adopt and

administer local floodplain management
measures aimed at protecting lives and
new construction from future flooding.
Since the communities on the attached
list have recently entered the NFIP,
subsidized flood insurance is now
available for property in the community.

In addition, the Director of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency
has identified the special flood hazard
areas in some of these communities by
publishing a Flood Hazard Boundary
Map (FHBM) or Flood Insurance Rate
Map (FIRM). The date of the flood map,
if one has been published, is indicated
in the fourth column of the table. In the
communities listed where a flood map
has been published, Section 102 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. 4012(a), requires
the purchase of flood insurance as a
condition of Federal or federally related
financial assistance for acquisition or
construction of buildings in the special
flood hazard areas shown on the map.

The Director finds that the delayed
effective dates would be contrary to the
public interest. The Director also finds
that notice and public procedure under
5 U.S.C. 553(b) are impracticable and
unnecessary.

National Environmental Policy Act.
This rule is categorically excluded from
the requirements of 44 CFR Part 10,
Environmental Considerations. No
environmental impact assessment has
been prepared.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. The Acting
Associate Director certifies that this rule
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities in accordance with the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601
et seq., because the rule creates no
additional burden, but lists those
communities eligible for the sale of
flood insurance.

Regulatory Classification. This final
rule is not a significant regulatory action
under the criteria of section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 of September 30,
1993, Regulatory Planning and Review,
58 FR 51735.

Paperwork Reduction Act. This rule
does not involve any collection of
information for purposes of the
Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.

Executive Order 12612, Federalism.
This rule involves no policies that have
federalism implications under Executive
Order 12612, Federalism, October 26,
1987, 3 CFR, 1987 Comp., p. 252.

Executive Order 12778, Civil Justice
Reform. This rule meets the applicable
standards of section 2(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12778, October 25, 1991, 56 FR
55195, 3 CFR, 1991 Comp., p. 309.
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